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COUNTERCHARGES INVOLVING: SECRETARY OF THE 
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AND FRANCIS P. CARR 


TUESDAY, APRIL 27, 1954 


Unitep States SENATE, 
SreEcIAL SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF 
THE CoMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D. C. 
AFTER RECESS 


(The hearing was resumed at 2: 40 p. m. pursuant to recess.) 

Present : Senator Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota, chair- 
man; Senator Everett M: Kinley Dirksen, Republican, Illinois; Sen- 
ator Charles E. Potter, Re ‘publican, Michigan; Senator Henry C. 
Dworshak, sd an, Id: aho; Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, 
Arkansas; Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; Sena- 
tor Stuart Sy mington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Also present: Ray H. Jenkins, Chief Counsel to the Subcommittee; 
Thomas R. Prewitt, Assistant Counsel; Ruth Y. Watt, Chief Clerk. 

Principai participants: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, a United 
States Senator from the State of Wisconsin; Roy M. Cohn, chief 
counsel to the subcommittee; Francis P. Carr, executive director of 
the subcommittee; Honorable Robert T. Stevens, Secretary of the 
Army; John G. Adams, Counselor to the Army; H. Struve Hensel, 
Assistant Secretary of Defense; Joseph N. Welch, special counsel for 
the Army ; James D. St. Clair, special counsel for the Army ; Frederick 
P. Bryan, counsel to H. Struve Hensel, Assistant Secretary of Defense. 

Senator Munpr. The committee will come to order, please, and may 
I remind our guests in the committee room that it is a strict committee 
rule that no one should make any manifestations of approval or dis- 
approval during the course of the hear ‘ings. 

May I say to our friends on the television and radio, that we are late 
in beginning because of a rollcall vote that was called for on the floor 
of the Senate. They are voting today on the wool bill and it may be 
possible we will be interrupted again, but we are hopeful that there 
may possibly now be 2 hours of uninterrupted committee proceedings. 

Mr. Stevens is back on the witness stand, and we have just com- 
pleted one round of the interrogations, and if the counsel has ques- 
tions at this time, he may ask them. 

Mr. Jenxrns. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 
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306 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


TESTIMONY OF ROBERT T. STEVENS, SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY—Resumed 


Senator Munpt. The Chair will resume with his 10-minute allot- 
ment of time. 

At the conclusion of the hearings yesterday, Mr. Stevens, the Chair 
suggested to you that insofar as your testimony of your personal 
knowledge was concerned, he thought in all fairness to you and to 
Mr. Carr you should come back today after searching your memory 
and your records to particularize the times and places when in your 
opinion Mr. Carr acted improperly in an effort to get a commission 
for Mr. Schine or to get him preferential treatment, and that if you 
are not able to particularize those charges on your part, that perhaps 
insofar as you were concerned you should withdraw them. 

That does not mean, sir, that they will os oe iwn on the part of 
all of the people a ssociat oa witl 1 you, it - not mean exoneration 
of Mr. Carr, but in order that the committee can evaluate the charges 
and engage in correct cross-examination, it 1s imper ative that we 
have specific charges rather than general allegations. 

So may I ask you now, after having had a chance to consult your 
records and refresh your memory, whether you are able to particular- 
ize the times and places when, in your opinion, Mr. Carr acted 
improperly ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. L thought, Mr. Chairman, that I answered that 
question this morning. 

Senator Munpr. If you did you may repeat it because the chair 
didn’t get your answer that would satisfy him. 

Secretary Srevens. I said substantially as follows, Mr. Chairman; 
I have searched my memory and my conscience and | have also talked 
to Mr. Adams who will be a witness here. If the only evidence in 
respect to Mr. Carr was the happenings of October 2, and if I were 
his judge, as you are, 1 would acquit him. But there is more evidence 
to come, and I think his fate must await the end of the case when all 
of the evidence is in. 

Senator Munor. I certainly quite agree that the fate of Mr. Carr 
must await the accumulation of all of the evidence. 

Let me ask you now directly, then, that insofar as you are conce — 
do you now make any charges of improper behavior ot Mr. Carr 
on the basis of your own personal relationships with Mr. Carr; a if 
so what are they ? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, Mr. Chairman, I still think that I have 
answered the question. I have said that if no more evidence comes in 
with respect to Mr. Carr, then 

Senator Munpt. Now you are endeavoring, if I may suggest re- 
spectfully, to advise the committee how we should act as judges, and 
1 am asking you, sir, as a witness, in whose name charges were pre- 
terred against Mr. Carr, as to whether you to your own personal 
knowledge and personal relationships, now want to make charges 
against him, and if so what are they ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I said that I have searched my memory and 
searched my conscience, and I do not have available direct quotes from 
Mr. Carr on October 2, and at the same time—— 

Senator Munpr. He is mentioned, I think, in your statement of 
particulars, and specifications, 3 or 4 times. 
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Secretary Stevens. We were talking about October 2. 

Senator Munpr. I am talking about now, the whole experience of 
Mr. Bob Stevens with Mr. Frank Carr. 

Secretary Srevens. Well, my answer is that when all of the evi- 
dence is in, if there is nothing except what transpired on October 2, 
then I would withdraw it. 

Senator Munpr. Let me put it this way, because all of the evidence 
is not in, but on the basis of the evidence that is now in, and on the 
basis of your own personal knowledge, are you charging that Frank 
Carr acted improperly in his relationships with you ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I am not changing the bill of particulars, if 
that is what you mean, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. You are at liberty to particularize them if you 
have charges to make against him, so that the committee can evalu- 
ute them. 

Secretary Stevens. I have said that 1 could not from my memory, 
after searching as hard as I know how to get all of the facts out here, 
put a quote of Mr. Carr as of October 2. That I cannot do. 

But that is quite a different thing from asking me to make the 
unequivocal statement that from my point of view, Mr. Carr is not 
implicated. 

Senator Munor. If he is implicated, certainly the committee is 
within its rights to ask you to tell us how he is implicated insofar as 
your own personal relationships with him are concerned. 

It does not mean if you say that you cannot implicate him as a 
result of your personal associations, that others of your associates 
might not well implicate him. 

But we have to take witnesses one at a time. We have to find out 
from you, in sworn testimony, what it is, if anything, you charge 
against Mr. Carr. 

Secretary Stevens. Well, I think that I know several things. 

Senator Munpr. Then tell us. 

Secretary STEvENs. sag I wasn’t allowed to put it in because it 
comes from other sources 

Senator Munpr. That is right. I am asking from your own per- 
sonal knowledge and your own personal relationships—testimony to 
which you can swear because you know it is true because you were 
there. 

Secretary Stevens. Well, I told you I cannot give you a direct quote 
from Mr. Carr. 

‘Senator Munpr. Can you paraphrase a quotation ? 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir. I said yesterday that Mr. Carr made 
no effort to stop the conversation, and he certainly was approving so 
far as I could tell what was being said; and I, therefore, stand on my 
statement that, if no further evidence is developed during this hearing 
that implicates Mr. Carr, then I would think he could be acquitted 
on the basis of his part in the October 2 meeting. 

Senator Munpr. Now, the Chair believes that, just as we have tried 
to explore with you whether you have specific charges to make against 
Mr. Cane we should try to get out here in the light of day specifically 
your charges against each of the other two officials against whom alle- 
gations were made, to wit, Senator McCarthy and Mr. Cohn, 

I believe the testimony—have you a point of order? 
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Senator McCarriy. Mr. Chairman, I have a question of the Chair. 
In view of the fact that specification No. 4 can be testified to only by 
Mr. Stevens, and he has stated now he can’t recall any conversation—— 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair respectfully remind the Senator 
from Wisconsin that that is not a point of order, and I think it is a 
perfectly proper question that the Senator from Wisconsin might 
want to address to Secretary Stevens at his own time. 

Senator McCarruy. I am addressing a question to the Chair. The 
question is this: In view of the fact that Mr. Stevens is the only man 
who can testify to the allegation against Mr. Carr on the count No. 4, 
in view of the fact that he has no recollection now of any conversation 
between him and Mr. Carr, what is the procedure? Is it up to Mr. 
Carr or to me or to the Chair or to counsel for the committee to move 
that that count be stricken because, obviously, there is no one else who 
can sustain that count ? 

If untrue, it is a vicious smear against Mr. Carr, and untrue it 
should not rest; and I would like to know what the procedure is, not 
only for this count but for further counts—and assume there are counts 
in our specifications that are proven completely untrue during the 
course of the hearing, so there is no dispute. 

What will the procedure be? Will they stand until the end and 
have it 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will rule, unless he is overridden by his 
colleagues on the committee, that we are not going to decide the case 
piecemeal, or count by count, but that all of this will be made a part of 
the record and be considered by the committee at the time we make 
our final adjudication. 

Senator McCartuy. Could I ask this, Mr. Chairman? And I 
don’t want to take your time; we have wasted too much time already 
through no fault of the Chair. 

Could I ask Mr. Jenkins, now, we are going to run into a number of 
counts in which it will appear as we go along that there is no evidence 
whatsoever to sustain them. 

Mr. Jenkins, as you know in a court you would move to have the 
counts stricken, and I just wonder if that wouldn’t be a good procedure 
here. Possibly we might—— 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has already ruled on the point of order, 
and unless he is overruled by his colleagues the ruling will stand. 

Senator McCarrry. I will not appeal from the rule. 

Senator Munpr. Now I am turning to the part that Senator Mc- 
Carthy played, specifically as to your knowledge. Please remember, 
I am not trying to ask you to present the whole case contained in your 
specifications now, but only you can testify as to what there is in these 
specifications as to your own knowledge. You cannot testify correctly 
and completely to anything which is not of your own knowledge, quite 
obviously. So we turn now to Senator McCarthy. 

The charges, as the Chair understands them, fall into two halves: 
That improper means were taken in the first instance before Private 
Schine was inducted into the Army to get him a commission; and, 
secondly, after he was inducted into the Army, improper means were 
taken to get him preferential treatment. 

Is that substantially correct ? 

Secretary Srevens. I would think so; yes, sir. 
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Senator Munpr. Let’s address ourselves, then, to the first part, be- 
fore Private Schine was inducted into the Army, and will you detail 
for us what improper means were employed by Senator McCarthy 
at that stage of the period? I think you testified yesterday in re- 
sponse to some interrogatories I made about the telegram, that there 
was at least one effort made by him, which means there was one or 
possibly more. Is that correct ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Monpvt. We know what the one was, because you have testi- 
fied tothat. ‘There is no need to reiterate. 

Have you had a chance to refresh your memory as to what the sec- 
ond and the third and the fourth, if there were others—what other 
improper means were taken except the first request, if that was im- 
proper ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. I think, Mr. Chairman, I have testified pretty 
fully on all the contacts with Sen: itor McCarthy. 

Senator Munpr. Correct. But 1 am trying now to get this thing 
identified so we can all see it. Were there other efforts on the part of 
Senator McCarthy which in your opinion were improper, which were 
made to yeu as Secretary of the Army prior to the time that Private 
Schine was inducted into the Army, besides the one referred to in the 
telegram that we discussed yesterd: AY, when I asked you then, “Is that 
the only one?” and you corrected the Chair and said, “I would say 
there was at least one.” 

That implies to me that there might be more. Have you found one? 
Because if there are others, we should know what they are. If there 
are no others, we should know that. 

Secretary STevens. At least one, is my recollection of it, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Senator Munpr. At the present time you are are not prepared, then, 
to suggest a second or a third or to identify them ? 

Secretary Srevens. Not now; that is correct. 

Senator Munpr. Now let’s turn to the second part of Private 
Schine’s history. After the time he was inducted into the Army, can 
you relate specifically the times and the means employed by Senator 
McCarthy which you considered improper, to get a preferential treat- 
ment ? 

Secretary Srevens. Frankly, Mr. Chairman, the questions you ask 
me are extremely difficult. I came here and testified at great length 
on all of these matters, and I am taxing my memory to the very limit 
and probably beyond its ability to retain, becanse the amount of ques- 
tioning to which I have been subjected since I first appeared here is 
such that fr ankly it can weaken some of the memories that were so 
strong when I first started. 

I would feel that I would have to refresh my memory with respect 
to the testimony that I have already given, and I would like to handle 
it in that way if it is agreeable to the committee. 

Senator Munpr. Would it be agreeable to the Secretary and to the 
committee if you were to take the time to write them out so we could 
have them before us at one particular time? You see, the difficulty we 
encounter is this: You had a great many associations with Senator 
McCarthy. Some of them you said were strictly social. Some were 
instances where you primarily went to discuss the situation at Fort 
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Monmouth, and the conversations about Private Schine were inci- 
dental. Some were apparently especially devoted to Private Schine. 

We face the diflicult task of trying to determine which, if any, of 
those contacts were improper, because that is the basis of the charge. 
You are not charging that simply speaking once to you about a com- 
mission was improper, but you are charging that pursuing it with 
undue diligence was improper. 

We have eliminated that part. That is prior to the induction. We 
are talking now about since his induction into the Army. 

Secretary Srevens. Mr. Chairman, what you have really asked for, 
I take it, is a recap of the testimony I have already given insofar as 
it affects my contacts with Senator McCarthy in regard to Schine. I 
will be very glad to recap that and submit it as soon as I can. 

Senator Munpr. My time has expired, so I cannot follow through. 
[I will have to wait until my next 10-minute period, I am sorry. 

Senator McClellan ? 

Senator McCrectxian. Mr. Secretary, I am not quite clear as to the 
date that this conversation took place between you, Mr. Cohn, and 
Mr. Carr at which time you say you are unable to recall anything 
specifically that Mr. Carr may have said. What date and where did 
the conversation occur ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. October 2 in my office, Senator McClellan. 

Senator McCretxan. In your office. Was that engagement made or 
conference arranged for by you or by whom? At whose instance? 

Secretary Stevens. It was by the instance of Senator McCarthy’s 
staff. 

Senator McCiettan. Who? Namethem. We have a lot of people 
on the staff. 

Secretary Srevens. I would have to check and find out on that. 

Senator McCietxan. You did not initiate it, then ? 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir. 

Senator McCietian. You can testify to that? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. Who came, just Mr. Carr and Mr. Cohn? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Senator McCretian. You say you are unable to recall anything that 
Mr. Carr may have said or even that he said anything regarding this 
matter of Mr. Schine at that time, but Mr. Cohn did talk to you 
about it. 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Cohn did, definitely. 

Serator McCietian. Did Mr. Carr make known to you at that time 
that he had any other business with you? Did he talk to you about 
anything else at that time ? 

Secretary Srevens. We had a discussion in the first instance about 
the forthcoming Fort Monmouth investigation, Senator. 

Senator McCietxian. Then he may have been interested in only that 
part of the conversation. 

Secretary Stevens. That is possible. 

Senator McCietian. You do not know. At least, the other things 
were discussed besides the matter of Mr. Schine? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Senator McCretian. I want to go back to where I concluded yes- 
terday because of limited time and because of interruptions. 
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T asked you yesterday and point out that you did have the power to 
grant Mr. Schine a direct commission. 

Secretary Srevens. I did. 

Senator McCretian. But that you did not do? 

Secretary Stevens. I did not do that; that is right. 

Senator McCreuian. All right. The charge against you is that 
you did many of these things or did a number of things trying to in- 
fluence the committee to stop the investigation at Fort Monmouth, 
and as a part of that charge or to substantiate that charge the differ- 
ent occasions when you have been the guest of Mr. Schine or that you 
have had him as your guest and having your picture made with him, 
and those things have been pointed out as circumstances that might 
tend to corroborate the charge that you were undertaking to use in- 
fluence in order to induce Senator McCarthy and his st: aff not to pur- 
sue the investigation further. As I recall, you did attend a break- 
fast at Mr. Schine’s father’s apartment in New York. 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Senator McCretian. You also attended a dinner, a formal din- 
ner, I believe, given in honor of David Schine by his father. Is 
that correct ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I do not know who it was in honor of. I at- 
tended a dinner. 

Senator McCretian. Don’t you know now that it was given by his 
father? 

Secretary Srevens. I am pretty sure it was. 

Senator McCietian. You accepted an invitation to that dinner and 
did attend. 

Secretary Srevens. Senator McCarthy invited me. 

Senator McCie.ian. You also have invited Mr. Schine to come to 
your office for lunch; is that correct ? 

Secretary Stevens. I do not recall ever having done that. 

Senator McCiettan. The charge is made that you did. Do you 
say you did not? 

Secretary Srevens. My office might have. I don’t recall ever hav- 
ing extended an invitation myself, 

Senator McCretian. Did you include Mr. Schine as your guest 
at the time that you arranged for Senator McCarthy and his staff to 
have the privileges of your club in New York? 

Secretary Srevens. Oh, yes. 

Senator McCietian. Was Mr. Schine included in that invitation? 

Secretary Stevens. He was. 

Senator McCietian. And he did participate in your hospitality ? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Senator McCrietian. Have you any explanation, Mr. Secretary, 
why you did all these things, accepted these invitations and had these 
associations under those circumstances, if you were not trying to 
influence the committee in some action ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. I would like to have 

Senator McCretzan. That is the charge against you, and these 
things are being produced in evidence tending to substantiate that 
charge. If you have any explanation for it, your own explanation, 
I think now is the time to give it. 

Secretary Srevens. All right, sir. The fact of the matter is very 
simple: that I believe in cooperation with Senators and Congressmen 
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and with the committees of the Congress. I feel that it is my duty 
and privilege to cooperate, to the limit of my ability, and what I have 
He gi to do from the very first time I heard that Senator Mc- 

Carthy was interested in any matters affecting the Army—and that 
date was September 4, the first time I heard it—I did those things 
which I could do in line of cooperating with Senator McCarthy, his 
staff, and his committee to the end that we could get on with the 
business, and for no other reason. 

Senator McCietian. You were not then according these favors in 
the nature of invitations to lunch and taking them to lunch, and ac- 
cepting in turn invitations from them, for the purpose of trying to 
develop such a close association that you might have some influence 
over them to stop the investigation then underw ay ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir; positively not. 

Senator McCrettan. Now, you asked this morning about this pic- 
ture. May I inquire if it is not the custom and the practice, almost 
universal so far as I have observed, that wherever you go as Secre- 
tary of the Army, to any post, that ‘there is always there someone to 
take pictures on your arrival ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCrettan. Was there anything unusual about the pic- 
ture taking on the occasion that developed the picture that is in con- 
troversy ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. Nothing that I know of. 

Senator McCretian. Did you give any instructions at that time to 
any saps apher with respect to ‘whose picture he should take, when, 
where, or how? 

bade Srevens. I don’t recall any such instruction at any time. 

Senator McCreittan. How many pictures were taken that day? 

Secretary Stevens. I don’t know that, sir. 

Senator McCretiaAn. Did you give any instructions as to limiting 
the number or did you undertake to have a larger number made than 
on any other occasion ? 

Secretary Stevens. I didn’t do anything of that kind; I was in- 
terested in getting off the ground and on the way to Washington and 
I was there a very limited number of minutes. 

Senator McCretian. One other thing that you have testified to 
occurred at that time, and that is the anger or displeasure of Mr. Roy 
Cohn. How do you tell us that he was angry, and by what observa- 
tions did you come to that conclusion, if he did not talk to you 
about it personally ? 

Secretary Srevens. I think sometimes you can tell, Senator Mc- 
Clellan. 

Senator McCretian. That is at Camp Dix, I believe, or Fort 
Monmouth ? 

Secretary Srevens. Fort Monmouth, that is right. 

Senator McCretian. All right. 

Secretary Srevens. You can very quickly tell when a person is put 
out, or mad or angry. It sort of sticks out all over them. 

Senator McCietitan. That may be true, but in court when you say 
that he was angry, what evidence of anger did you observe? Can 
you define it, describe it, or what did he do that caused you to think 
le Was angry ? 
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Secretary Stevens. I would say that he sulked. 

Senator McCietian. He what? 

Secretary Srevens. I would say that he sulked. 

Senator McCietian. Sulked ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCuietian. Had he been very talkative before and then 
ceased to talk, is that what you mean 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir; that is a reflection of it. 

Senator McCietian. Then you also had information from others 
who overheard his conversations and remarks about it? 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Senator McCietnan. Did you get that information at the time, or 
has it been subsequent to then that you got that information ? 

Secretary Srevens. I got most of it at the time, and I got most of 
it at the time right then there that day, and I had other information 
since. 

Senator McCLetn.an. Just to say that a man is angry, is not neces- 
sarily conclusive nor convincing. An angry man ordinarily does some- 
thing to indicate that he is angry and I am trying to determine 
what evidence, physical evidence of anger did you observe on that 
occasion, aside from what may have been reported to you by your 
subordinates or whoever heard him talk? 

Secretary Srevens. Well, you see I was inside the laboratory, 
Senator McClellan. 

Senator McCietian. Well, you didn’t know he was angry while you 
were inside? 

Secretary Srevens. No. 

Senator McCuetiaN. When you got outside, what happened ? 

Secretary Srevens. I just sort of became aware of the fact that he 
was very angry. 

Senator McCarruy. Senator McClellan, I wonder if you would 
have Secretary Stevens for my benefit repeat the statement that he 
knows that my counsel quit talking at some time. 

Senator McCiettan. I will agree with Senator McCarthy. It is 
very unusual and it doesn’t ordinarily happen. Can you get us any 
further testimony ? 

Secretary SteveNs. You mean with respect to that occasion? 

Senator McCretian. Yes; because that may be important, in this 
thing, and it shows—well go ahead. 

Secretary Srevens. As you know, sir, we went back into the head- 
quarters s there and resumed discussion in the same room we had been 
in before when we went out to examine the laboratory, or inspect 
it. And when we got in this room and sitting down there, it was 
intended to be apparent to me that Cohn was very provoked by 
the whole proceeding. As a result of which, I made a statement, 
which I outlined, and on which we have had some discussion about 
whether or not it was an apology or explanation. 

Senator Munpr. I am sorry, the time is up. 

Senator Dirksen. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Secretary, thus far we have had General 
Reber, Mr. Lucas, and yourself for direct and cross-examination— 
and General Smith—and the whole matter thus far has addressed 
itself to the allegation and the specifications that are before the com- 
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mittee. In brief, there is an allegation of improper conduct in 
attempting to secure preferential treatment for Private Schine. 

Now, we have had a lot of testimony, and this is in the fourth day. 
Are you prepared now, Mr. Secretary, in your own mind, to Just sum- 
marize in a minute or two what in your judgment has been established 
here? For, while ultimate judgment must be made by this committee, 
I suppose that this thing has summarized itself in your mind some- 
what, and I would be delighted to hear you. 

Secretary Stevens. Senator Dirksen, I feel that there is some ques- 
tion about whether or not, as a witness, I should express myself on 
that. 

Senator Dinxsen. Well, the allegations are before us. They are 
very simple. And it alleges improper conduct, and that is fortified 
with 29 specifications. I] have been trying to follow through as best 
I know how here. And, while I come to some conclusions of my own, 
cdo you want to summarize them, or do you prefer not to? 

Secretary Srevens. The only thing I can say would be 

Senator Dirksen. It can be an overall statement on your part, Mr. 
secretary. 

Secretary Srevens. If you mean, has thus far, in this hearing, or 
this proceeding, anything happened which changes my view with re- 
spect to improper use, of improper pressure for David Schine, then, 
sir, I would say nothing has happened to change that point of view. 

Senator Dirksen. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson. 

Senator Jackson. Pursuing the question suggested by Senator Dirk- 
sen, I have a number of questions that I hope will maybe shed some 
light on the basic issues in this controversy. 

Mr. Secretary, chapter 79, title 18 of the United States Code, deals 
with perjury, and it states, in effect, that any person, who testifies 
under oath and wilfully and contrary to such oath states or subscribes 
any material matter which he does not believe to be true, is guilty of 
perjury, and shall, except as otherwise expressly provided by law, be 
fined not more than $2,000, or imprisoned not more than 5 years. 

Now, there are a number of allegations and statements concerning 
you, Mr. Stevens, and I believe they are material to the controversy. 
None of those statements and allegations have been made under oath, 
however. If those responsible for making them do repeat them under 
oath, and you deny them under oath before this committee, then some- 
one is guilty of perjury. 

Now this is a most serious matter, and I know that you will consider 
deeply as I put these questions to you. 

Paragraph marker No. 26 of the Senator McCarthy and Mr. Cohn 
and Mr. Carr bill of particulars states that on or about November 6, 
1953, you, Mr. Stevens, suggested that the subcommittee investigate 
the Navy and Air Force and Defense Establishment proper instead 
of your administration in the Army. Is that statement true or false? 

Secretary Srevens. False. 

Senator Jackson. The next question, paragraph 28, if you refer to 
that, of the same bill of particulars, states that on or about November 
17, 19538, you renewed your request that the subcommittee should inves- 
tigate the Navy and Air Force, Is that statement true or false? 

Secretary Srevens. Equally false. 
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Senator Jackson. Mr. Roy Cohn is quoted in the Washington Post 
for Saturday, March 13, as stating, and 1 quote—this is with reference 
to the First Army report, and I quote: 

It is an unprecedented thing, obviously leaked out by the Army because they 
had failed at prior blackmailing attempts. 

End of the quote from the Washington Post. 

Is that allegation of blackmail true or false? 

Secretary Stevens. Completely false. 

Senator Jackson. It has been alleged in a memorandum from 
Frank Carr te Senator McCarthy on the 9th of December 1953—and 
that was later released to the press—and I quote: 

Even though they (the Army) said he deserved the commission, they didn’t 
give it to him because of the left-wing press * * *, 

End of quote. I am reading from the memorandum. It is in the 
memoranda that were released to the press, dated the 9th of Decem- 
ber. These are my own questions. 

Senator McCarruy. I wanted to know what page. 

Senator Jackson. It is a memorandum, 9th of December, from 
Frank Carr to Senator McCarthy, which was released to the press. 

Senator McCarruy. I just asked you what page so I can follow 
you. What page of the memorandum? 

Senator Jackson. A number of the memoranda were released to 
the press by the committee, and this is the memoranda that I am 
reading from, one of the many memoranda that were released. 

Mr. Weucu. Mr. Chairman, may I say I had those printed, and 
I think there are a great many of them available. Am I right? 

Senator Munpr. I think it would be helpful to all members of the 
committee if we could have copies, if they are available. 

Mr. Wetcu. I have had them printed in the size I am now holding 
up, and if they cannot be distributed to the members of the committee 
now, they certainly can be shortly. I thought it would be a con- 
venience to have them in a form so we could all refer to them. 

Mr. Stevens wishes me to add that the printing was done at his 
personal expense. 

Senator Mu NDT. That is an old senatorial slogan: “Not Printed at 
Public Expense.” 

Proceed, Senator Jackson, and this interruption will not be taken 
out of your time. 

Are you through, Mr. Welch? 

Mr. Wreicnu. They are being passed out. 

Senator Munpr. Yes. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Wercu. I would like the witness to have a printed one. 

Senator Munpr. I think Mr. Welch asked that Mr. Stevens have 
one. You do not have one, Mr. Stevens? 

Secretary Srevens. They will bring me one. 

Senator Jackson. I don’t want this taken off my time. 

Senator Munpr. You may identify the memorandum, and we will 
start the clock again. 

Senator Jackson. There is before the committee a printed list of 
memoranda that have been offered by Mr. Welch, which has all of 
the memoranda, compiled in one document, which had been previously 
released to the press. Right? 
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Mr. Wetcr. Could I add that I have never personally checked it 
egainst the original memoranda which have been in Mr. Jenkins’ 
possession, but I-—— 

Senator McCarrny. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. A point 
of order. 

Senator Munpr. The Senator will state his point of order. 

Senator McCarrny. If Mr. Welch is going to make statements about 
what he checked and what he has not checked, he should be sworn. 
Otherwise, he should be restricted to act as Mr. Stevens’ and Mr. 
Adams’ and Mr. Hensel’s counsel. 

Senator Munpr.I think the Chair will have to hold that Mr, 
Welch was simply explaining that he was not offering this memo- 
randum in evidence. He was simply making it available for the 
convenience of the committee, and was assuming no responsibility 
for its verbatim accuracy. 

Mr. Wetcn. I believe it is accurate, and I thought it would be a 
convenience, that is right. 

Senator Munpr. That is right. We — it as such. 

You may identify the me morandum from which you are reading, 
Senator Jackson, at which time we will start the clock to roll. 

Senator Jackson. May I say the memorandum that I refer to in 
my questions come from the memoranda released to the press by 
Senator McCarthy, and I believe Mr. Carr and Mr. Cohn, at a press 
conference. 

My assistant has checked them to the best of his ability. I haven’t 
checked them against this printed copy which has just been handed 
to me. 

Let me get back to this question again. Referring now to the 
memorandum of the 9th of December, it has been alleged, Mr. Secre- 
tary, in a memorandum from Frank Carr to Senator McCarthy on 
the 9th of December 1953, that, and I quote: 


Even though they— 


the Army, I am putting it, so you can understand it, but that is not 
in there— 

Even though they— 
meaning the Army— 
snid he deserved the commission, they did not give it to him because of the 
left-wing press * * *, 

End of the quote from the memorandum of the 9th of December 
1955. 

Did you ever make the statement that Private Schine deserved a 
commission# Did you ever hear anyone in the Army make that 
statement ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. No, sir. 

Senator Jackson. Therefore, is the allegation true or false? 

Secretary Stevens. False. 

Senator Jackson. The next question: It has been alleged concern- 
ing the Army report that, and I quote—this is a direct quote: 

It is not a report. It is John Adams’ version of a situation. There had been 


issued a twisted, distorted, untrue version written by a man who has a special 
interest in the situation, 
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End of quote from a statement by Senator McCarthy in U. S. News 
& World Report, of March 12, 1954. j 

As far as you know, Mr. Secretary, is that statement true or false? 

Secretary STevENs. False. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Roy Cohn is quoted in U. S. News & World 
Report on March 19, 1954, as stating, and I quote: 

No improper influence was ever exerted by me on anyone else on behalf of 
Schine. 

End of quote. 

Is that statement true or false ? 

Secretary Srevens. Senator Jackson, I am sure that is one of the 
basic issues that the committee is going to have to decide. In my 
opinion, such improper measures were definitely used, as I have testi- 
fied at length. 

Senator Jackson. In your opinion, is that statement true or false? 
1 will reread the quote. 

Secretary Srevens. Thank you. 

Senator Jackson. This is from the U. S. News & World Report, a 
statement by Roy Cohn contained in the issue of March 19, 1954, this 
year. This is the quote: 

No improper influence was ever exerted by me on anyone else on behalf of 
Schine. 

Secretary Srevens. In my opinion that is false. 

Senator Jackson. The next question: Mr. Cohn is quoted on Meet 
the Press on March 14 as stating in answer to Mr. Larry Spivak, and 
I quote: 

As I said, Mr. Spivak, we did not ask for special treatment for him. 

End of quote. 

Is that statement true or false? 

Secretary Stevens. False. 

Senator Jackson. The next question: This is Mr. Cohn again. Mr. 
Cohn went on to say then, and I quote: 

Throughout the pattern, what we wanted and everybody wanted and I wanted 
was what was coming to him, nothing more and nothing less, and I do not believe 
that I or anybody else on the committee used any kind of pressure to get the 
Army to bring this about. 

End of quote. This is from Meet the Press. 

Is that statement, in your opinion, true or false? 

Secretary Srevens. Would you mind reading it again, Senator 
Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. Yes. This is a part of the quote referred to in 
the previous sentence, following it up; he went on to say—this is 
from Meet the Press—and I quote: 

Throughout the pattern, what we wanted and everybody wanted and I wanted 
was what was coming to him, nothing more and nothing less, and I do not believe 
that I or anybody else on the committee used any kind of pressure to get the 
Army to bring this about. 

That was referring to the previous quote above. Let me go back, 
and it may be helpful. You answer this question in reference to a 
quotation by Mr. Cohn on Meet the Press in response to a question by 
Mr. Spivak, and I quote: 

As I said, Mr. Spivak, we did not ask for special treatment for him. 

46620°—54—pt. 8——3 
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End of quote. 

Then he went on to say—Mr. Cohn went on to say— 

Throughout the pattern, what we wanted and everybody wanted and I wanted 
was what was coming to him, nothing more and nothing less, and I do not believe 
that I or anybody else on the committee used any kind of pressure to get the 
Army to bring this about. 

Is that statement, in your opinion, true or false? 

Secretary Srevens. That is kind of unusual language there, Senator. 

Senator Jackson. It is a direct verbatim quote in response to a 
question put by Mr. Spivak to Mr. in on the program entitled 
“Meet the Press,” March 14 of this yea 

Secretary Srevens. If I understand it and if it adds up to was there 
or was there not any pressure used so far as Schine was concerned, 
then my answer is “Yes, there was pressure used.” 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Secretary, it is alleged in the memorandum 
from Frank Carr to Senator McCarthy, dated October 2, and this was 
released to the press, that, and I quote: 

Mr. Stevens stated that— 


did you find that? 

Senator Munpr. I am sorry, the Senator’s time has expired. 

Senator Potter. 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Secretary, I believe you testified that you were 
desirous of having the hearings discontinued at Fort Monmouth, 
and that the Army would investigate and make periodic reports to 
the committee. 

Now, I wonder if you would tell the committee just what structure 
do you in the Army have for investigating the so-called subversives 
that might be in the Army? Is that done by your G-2 section ? 

Secretary Srevens. One of the agencies within the Army that 
would be active in that would be the Counter Intelligence Corps of 
our G-2 or Intelligence Division. 

Senator Porrrr. Do you have a loyalty board ? 

Secretary Stevens. Oh, yes. 

Senator Porrer. Now, when does a case reach the loyalty board ? 
The reason I am asking these questions is the fact that I have been 
concerned over the great delay that has taken place in the past, and 
I am thinking now ‘of the Major Peress case, before the Army took 
any action. I am wondering if you can tell the committee what are 
the steps for the Army to take to remove a security risk from the 
armed services 4 

Secretary Srevens. Well, I think that I stated yesterday that in 
the case of a suspension, that the commanding officer of the installation 
can recommend a suspension and give his reasons, and that is consid- 
ered by the Army headquarters, then, of the area in which he is 
located. And then having gone through the Army area headquarters, 
it would then come to the screening board in Washington. 

Senator Porrer. To what board? 

Secretary Srevens. A screening board of the Department of the 
Army. 

Senator Porter. Is that a board of officers? 

Secretary Stevens. No; it is a board of civilians. 

Senator Porrer. Now—— 


— 
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Secretary Stevens. I am advised by my aid that sometimes it has 
military personnel, but usually civilians. 

Senator Porrrr. And then the board has final say ? 

Secretary Srevens. No, that screening board determines whether or 
not the person is to be suspended, and then if it is so determined, as a 
result of the process which I have just outlined, then that person will 
be suspended from the installation in the field wherever it may be, Fort 
Monmouth or otherwise, and the next thing is that charges must be 
preferred within 30 days. After that the person affected can ask for a 
hearing, which is held in the Army area in which the installation is 
located. 

In the case of an Army person suspended, that hearing board would 
consist of Navy and Air Force personnel from the same general area, 
that is from, say, the First Army area, in New York. 

Senator Porrer. But not Army personnel ? 

Secretary Srevens. Not Army personnel, The board could be either 
military or civilian personnel, or | think it is correct that 2 out of the 
3 must be civilians, is that right? 

Senator Porrer. Mr. Secretary, assume that I were Major Brown 
and I had a man in my command and I had evidence that this person 
was a member of the Communist Party. Now, how long would it take 
for me to get rid of that man out of my outfit? 

Secretary Stevens. I think it would be possible to do it in a matter 
of hours, 1f it was as bad a case as you outlined, Senator Potter, 
although that would not be the normal course of events. 

Senator Porrer. Assuming a case where the commanding officer had 
circumstantial evidence that wouldn‘t hold up in court, but evidence 
which he believed to be good, how long would it take? 

Secretary Srevens. What he would do would be to call 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the reporter 
to mark the last question of Senator Potter asked and I think it is a 
very important question and I would like to use it in my examination. 

Will you do that, Mr. Reporter ? 

Senator Munpt. Proceed, Senator Potter. 

Secretary Stevens. What is the question ? 

Senator Porrer. How long would it take for a commanding officer 
to get rid of a man where there was circumstantial evidence that that 
person was a subversive ? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, of course, Senator Potter, it would de- 
pend upon the particular case and the evidence that was available. 
If it was a clean-cut case that just suddenly showed up, there is no 
reason why the commander or his G-2 at the installation shouldn’t 
by phone get in touch with First Army Headquarters and they, in 
turn, with us and clear the whole thing if it was a real bad case. 

But if it was a case in which we didn’t know, and we had some 
derogatory information perhaps come in, then a certain amount of 
investigation would be required in order to decide what, if any, sub- 
stance there was to the allegations. 

Senator Porrrr. Who carries on the investigations? Is that G-2? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Senator Porrer. Do you have any way by which a commanding 
officer can contact your office directly, either you as Secretary of the 
Army, or one of the civilian staff members of your office, and report 
that, “I have a situation in my unit which is not good”? 
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Can action be taken without going through the entire chain of 
command ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. It could be; in an emergency, it certainly could. 

Senator Porrer. Do you have anyone on your staff who is charged 
with that responsibility ? é 

Secretary Stevens. Well, the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, 
charged with that responsibility. 

Senator Porrer. I mean civilian? 

Secretary Stevens. No; not a civilian. That is military. 

Senator Porrer. Don’t you believe, from the experience of the 
so-called Peress case, that it would expedite things greatly, if the 
field commander could contact the Secretary's Office directly and have 
somebody in that Office responsible for moving quickly on cases of 
that kind ? 

Secretary Srevens Well, I think we have the mechanism and the 
machinery, Senator Potter, to handle these things as they come up. 

Now, I personally wouldn’t think it would be necessary to have—it 
might be the equivalent of an Assistant Secretary of the Army for 
intelligence or security. I wouldn’t think that that was necessary. 
I think that I can work through the Chief of Staff to the military in- 
telligence division of the Chief of Staff, which is the G-2 division, 
and there is no reason why that should have to be duplicated. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symineron. Mr. Secretary, on January 13-14, the first 
Army report alleged that Mr. Cohn told Mr. Adams he would wreck 
the Army and he would see that Stevens was through as Secretary 
of the Army. 

My first question is: Did Mr. Adams tell you of this incident at 
that time? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. What were Mr. Schine’s duties in his pre- 
induction training in New York from November 3 to November 10 4 

Secretary Srevens. I would say that he was available for committee 
business during that particular week there. Of course, I don’t know 
exactly what he did. 

Senator Symrneron. Do you know of any other cases of this type 
of special arrangements during the preinduction period ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. No, sir, T don't, although I will say this, Senator 
Symington: This I don’t lone of my own personal knowledge because 
I have never come in contact with the case, because I think there 
are instances where, in the changeover from civilian life to the mili- 
tary, where a person might have responsibilities of family or business, 
that there are cases where there have been some adjustments during 
that preindoctrination period. 

Senator Symrneron. If you didn’t know of these arrangements, Mr. 
Secretary, do you know who made them? 

Secretary Srevens. I knew about these arrangements. 

Senator Symincron. You knew about them? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. Did you make them? 

Secretary Srrvens. Yes, sir. That is to say, I gave the instructions 
for them to be made. 

Senator Symrneron. What were those arrangements, roughly? 
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Secretary Srevens. The arrangement was that whenever Schine 
was inducted, he was to be assigned to the First Army Headquarters 
at Governors Island, N. Y. ‘That was to be where he would tie into 
the Army, and the first arrangement was that he was to be assigned 
there for 2 weeks during the preindoctrination period in order to be 
available for committee business. I gave the instructions for those 
arrangements. 

Senator Symineron. Did he have to report in periodically, or did 
he—— 

Secretary Srevens. I know he must have reported the first day. 
Whether he reported thereafter every day or not, 1 don’t actually know. 
1 could find out for you. 

Senator Symineron. Could you supply the details of that arrange- 
ment, and submit it for the record ¢ 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Syminoron. Mr. Secretary, did you see the First Army 
report before it was issued 4 

Secretary Srevens. The First Army report ? 

Senator Symineron. Yes; the one in March, I believe it was, the 
original report. 

Secretary Srevens. The chronology of events? 

Senator Symineron. Yes. 

Secretary Srevens. Yes; I saw it. 

Senator Symineron. The allegations in that report are chiefly 
against Mr. Cohn, with relatively minor mention of Senator McCarthy. 
Did you ever feel that the best way to handle this was to contact 
Senator McCarthy and state to him that Mr. Cohn had been acting 
improperly and that some action should be taken by him or his com- 
mittee? I ask that question particularly after reading the letter 
Senator McCarthy sent you as of December 22. 

Secretary Stevens. Of course, the fact is that Senator McCarthy 
brought these things up on occasion himself, as I have testified to over 
the last few days. 

Senator Symineron. You mean after the letter was written? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes; on at least one occasion after the letter 
was written. 

Senator Symineron. As Mr. Cohn was really an employee of one of 
many Senate committees, wouldn’t it have been better by personal 
contact to try to remedy this situation rather than issue the report 
which has gotten in the papers now and is really responsible for these 
hearings ! 

Secretary Srevens. I think a situation just developed, Senator 
Symingion, that worked to a climax because of the interest that was 
generated by Schine’s being an inductee at Fort Dix. The fact that 
he was away from the post on a number of occasions with special passes 
became a matter of common knowledge, and public knowledge. So 
the interest generated in it lead to the inquiries we had from the 
Congress, Members of the Congress, and we were required to answer 
some specific questions, and we did. 

Senator Symineron. What were the arrangements that Mr. Schine 
had at Camp Dix? 

Secretary Stevens. The arrangement at Camp Dix was that Schine 
was to be made available—— 
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Senator McCarruy. Will the Senator yield for a minute? Could 
I have that last answer read ¢ 

Senator Symineron. Without taking off my time, could the reporter 
read back the answer to Senator McCarthy ¢ 

Senator Munpr. Very well. The time will be declared out. The 
reporter will read back the last answer. 

(Whereupon the answer referred to was read by the reporter as 
recorded above. ) 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington, time in again. 

Senator Symineron. I think I asked a question before about what 
were the arrangements made with respect to Private Schine at Camp 
Dix. 

Secretary Srevens. The arrangement was that Private Schine was 
to be made available for committee business, provided it did not inter- 
fere with his training. It was originally hoped that that work, what- 
ever it might be, could be accomplished over weekends, but subse- 
quently it was indicated that it could not be, and Schine was therefore 
away from the post after hours at times during the week. 

Senator Symineron. With whom did the Army make the arrange- 
m ate , and who in the Army made them for the Army ? 

secretary STEVENS. I t: alked with General Ryan, the commanding 
ceneral at Fort Dix, about this situation, and left it in his hands. 

Senator Symineron. Who requested you from the legislative side 
of the Government about it? 

Secretary Stevens. Who requested me? 

Senator Symrnaton. Yes. 

Secretary Stevens. We had, I think, some 8 or 9 inquiries from 
Senators and Congressmen. 

Senator Symrneton. No; who was it who asked, who was it in the 
committee, on the committee, who asked that the special arrangements 
me made for Mr. Schine at Camp Dix? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, in the luncheon of November 6, the point 
was made—Senator McCarthy was there, Mr. Cohn was there, and Mr, 
Carr was there—that they were having trouble getting their committee 
report up, and with Schine about to go into the Army (that is 
interesting language because he had been in 3 days at that time) 
that they must have some of Dave Schine’s time to get this thing 
cleaned up. 

Senator Symrneton. Arrangements were made for the weekend. 
Who made the arrangements? Who asked the Army that pina 
ments be made for him to get off at night ? ? Who did it and when? 

Secretary Stevens. That, as I recall, Senator Symington, was made, 
was done at the luncheon of November 6, as I recall it. 

Senator Symineton. At the luncheon on November 6? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineron. In other words, all the principals involved 
made the request for nights as well as week-ends ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right. 

Senator Symrnoeton. Are you certain of that? 

Secretary Srevens. I would like, if I may, to refresh my memory 
on it, but that is my present recollection. 

Senator Symrneton. Do you know whether Senator McCarthy 
knew of these arrangements at Camp Dix? 
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Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir, I am sure he did. If I recall it, they 
are even mentioned in one of his memoranda. 

Senator Symincron. Mr. Secretary, do you feel that Private Schine 
was being treated differently than other privates and was receiving 
special treatment? You also had a letter from Senator McCarthy 
on December 22— 

Secretary Srevens. That is right. 

Seantor Symincton. Asking that he not be given special treat- 
ment. Did you ever take it up with Senator “McCarthy bet ween 
December 22 and the issuance of the report ? 

Secretary Srevens. Yes. The only incident I remember, Senator 
Symington, was the time I saw him on the 14th of January, at which 
time he brought up the question of Schine’s being assigned to New 
York City. I reminded him of the letter of December 22 on that 
occasion. 

Senator Syminaton. Senator Jackson asked you if you had sug- 
gested that the subcommittee go after the Air Force or the Navy, and 
you denied that. It has been alleged that Mr. Adams made that 
suggestion. Did he do it in your presence? 

Secretary Stevens. Never. 

Senator Symina7on. It has been alleged in the Army report that 
at a meeting in October outside the courthouse at Foley Square, Sena- 
tor MeCarthy told Mr. Adams that Mr. Schine was interested only 
in having his picture taken. Did Mr. Adams report this incident to 
you? 

Secretary Stevens. He did. 

Senator Symincron. It has been alleged in the first Army report, 
Mr. Secretary, in the entries of the 13th and 14th of Janu: iry that Mr. 
Cohn stated to Mr. Adams, on hearing that Private Schine be sent 
overseas, that he would wreck the Army and cause Mr. Stevens to be 
through as Secretary of the Army. Did Mr. Adams report this in- 
cident to you ? 

Secretary Stevens. He certainly did. 

Senator Symrneton. What did you do about it ? 

Secretary Stevens. What did I do about it? 

Senator Munpr. The Senator’s time has expired. 

You may answer the question. 

Secretary Stevens. I continued to try to tend to my business and 
run the Department of the Army, which is a very large job to try 
to do. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dworshak. 

Senator Dworsuax. Mr. Secretary, on the 13th of April 1954, your 
special counsel, Joseph M. Welch, addressed a statement to Mr. Ray 
H. Jenkins, special counsel of this subcommittee, submitting 29 claims. 
The final claim is as follows, and I quote: 

On or about February 16, 1954, and on several other occasions, Mr. Carr and 
a person purporting to act as a representative of Senator McCarthy, indicated 
that the investigations of the Army then contemplated by this subcommittee 
would either be terminated or be couducted along reasonable lines if the Army 
would accede to Senator McCarthy’s and Mr. Cohn’s request for a special assign- 
ment for Private Schine. 

Now, I am sure that you have a high regard and respect for con- 
gressional committees, and I wonder “if you really believe that the 
public will accept this claim which involves a serious indictment to 
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the effect that this subcommittee might be influenced in any manner 
in making its investigations of subversives or the infiltration of com- 
munism, or that its work be either retarded or accelerated. You don’t 
really believe in this conclusion, or the 29 claims submitted by your 
spec ‘ial counsel, do you ? : 

Secretary Srevens. Well, Senator Dworshak, on that one that will 
have to be testified to by Mr. Adams. 

Senator Dworsuak. Well, in this statement, in this 29th claim you 
said that Mr. Carr and a person purporting to act as a re presents itive 
of Senator McCarthy, and why didn’t you name that person? You 
surely know who he was. 

Secretary Stevens. Mr. Adams will name him. 

Senator Dworsuak. You don’t know who it was? 

Sec retary Stevens. Do you want me—can I put the name in? 

nator Munpr. Surely, if you have the knowledge you may put 
it in. 

Secretary Stevens. It is not firsthand knowledge. 

Senator Dworsnax. I would like to have the counsel determine 
whether it would be well to wait until Mr. Adams is on the stand. 

Mr. Jenkins. I think Senator Dworshak’s question is perfectly 
proper at this time. 

Secretary Stevens. My information is that that was Mr. Sokolsky. 

Senator Dworsuak. Who? 

Secretary Srevens. Sokolsky. 

Senator DworsHaxk. The newspaper columnist ? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dworsuak. George Sokolsky ? 

Secretary Stevens. Yes. 

Senator Dworsuak. Did you or your counsel, or whoever is respon- 
sible for the preparation of this statement assume or accept this over- 
ture as representing the collective thinking of the subcommittee ? 

Secretary Srrevens. May I have the privilege of conferring with 
Mr. Welch, because he and Mr. St. Clair prepared this, and I would 
like to if I may for a moment. 

Senator Munpt. You may. 

ag out. 

Weicu. It seems to me that the specification speaks for itself 
and ‘the man has been identified. I am not suggesting that Mr. Sokol- 
sky could influence this committee, or make any deliveries on behalf of 
this committee, but the testimony will be that Mr. Sokolsky claimed 
he knew what he was talking about, and that he made these statements 
to Mr. Adams. 

Senator Dworsuak. Mr. Sokolsky was not an authorized represent- 
ative of this subcommiittee. 

Mr. Wetcu. It seems to me 

Senator Munpr. May the chair remind the counsel that he is not a 
witness and he has not been sworn, and Mr. Stevens is the witness and 
the question should be directed to Mr. Stev vens, and answered by him. 

Secretary Srevens. Could I have it read, Senator Dworshak? 

(Whereupon, the question was read by the reporter, as above re- 
corded.) 

Secretary Stevens. Not so far as I know. 
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Senator Dworsuaxk. Don’t you think, Mr. Secretary, there are more 
cooperative means of getting cooperation between the Department of 
the Army, and an important subcomittee like this investigating sub- 
committee, representing the Senate of the United States, instead of 
making a charge which certainly will not be approved or accepted by 
the public to the extent that the committee’s entire pattern of investi- 
gation could be influenced so easily, and diverted from its primary 
objec tives ? 

Secretary Srevens. Senator Dworshak, I did the best I could in the 
line of cooperation with this committee and its staff. That was my 
whole philosophy, starting as soon as I took office, with all commit- 
tees, and I pursued it to the best of my ability. 

Senator DworsHak. You still stand back of this 29th claim, which 
you certainly recognize is quite a serious indictment of this subcom- 
mittee ? 

Secretary Stevens. That is right, yes, sir. 

Senator Dworsuak. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch, you have 10 minutes in which to inter- 
rogate the witness. 

Mr. Wetcu. I have only two questions, I think, Mr. Stevens. 

Did you ever ask—did you ever ask to have an airplane fly you to an 
Army camp where Private Schine was stationed, for the purpose of 
your visiting Private Schine at that post? 

Secretary Stevens. I did not. 

Mr. Wetcr. On the occasion when there was a luncheon at your 
office in respect to which there has been testimony, some testimony as 
to whether or not Private Schine was expected as a guest, did you 
ever say that you were disappointed that he did not come because you 
had hoped or planned to have your picture taken with him? 

Secretary Srevens. I certainly have no recollection of any such 
statement. 

Mr. Wercn. Did you ever on any occasion request that you, the 
Secretary of the Army, should have a picture taken of you and 
Private Schine? 

Secretary Stevens. Alone; no, 

Senator Munpr. Have you finished, Mr. Welch? 

Mr. Wetcr. Yes. 

Senator Munpr. Senator McCarthy, you have 10 minutes. 

Senator McCarrny. This forenoon I asked you a question with 
regard to your testimony yesterday, and I asked you whether or not 
yesterday 7 you did not testify that you wanted to have the hearings 
on Communist infiltration of Fort Monmouth suspended. There 
seems to be some doubt in your mind as to whether you so stated. 
Have you refreshed your recollection and can you now tell us that 
yesterday you did testify that you wanted the hearings at Fort Mon- 
mouth suspended ? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, Senator McCarthy, what I really wanted 
was to have 

Senator McCartny. I am talking about what you testified to yes- 
terday and not what you wanted today, but what you wanted 
yesterday. 

Secretary Stevens. I haven't looked it up, if that is what you mean. 

Senator McCarruy. You have not? 
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Secretary Stevens. No. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you know whether you testified yesterday 
you wanted the hearings at Fort Monmouth suspended ¢ 

Secretary STEVENS. I would look it up and see, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. You don’t remember that now? 

Secretary Srevens. I think that I said something about the sus- 
pension of hearings, but not of the investigation, and that the Army 
should have an opportunity to take over this investigation and make 
progress reports to you. 

Senator McCarruy. Bob, this is a very simple question, and your 
memory is so good about events that occurred 6 months ago, and it 
seems you should be able to remember what occurred yesterday. And 
my question is simply this: Yesterday did you tell Mr. Jenkins, if 
you recall, that you did try to get the hearings at Fort Monmouth 
suspended, that 1s, the hearings of Communist infiltration into the 
radar installation ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I will look up the testimony and see. 

Senator McCartruy. Don’t you remember it now ? 

Secretary Stevens. I cannot remember everything that I have said. 

Senator McCartruy. Do you remember that ¢ 

Secretary Svevens. As I said a moment ago, I think I did say some- 
thing about it. 

Senator McCarrny. If you testified to that yesterday it was the 
truth ? 

Secretary Srevens. If I testified to it yesterday, it was the truth, 
sure; as far as I know it is the truth. 

Senator McCariny. Now, can you tell us today, whether or not you 
wanted the hearings at Fort Monmouth suspended ? 

Secretary Srevens. I wanted them suspended, in order that the 
Army could carry out the hearings themselves and make progress 
reports to your committee, and stop the panic that was being created 
in the mind of the public about Fort Monmouth on a basis that was 
not justified by the facts. 

Senator McCarruy. How did you finally succeed in getting the 
hearings suspended ? 

Secretary Stevens. How did I finally succeed ? 

Senator McCarruy. Yes. They are suspended as of today. We 
both agree to that, I believe. How did you finally succeed ? 

Secretary Stevens. They aren’t suspended, as far as I know 

Senator McCarrny. Are the he: arings still going on? 

Secretary Stevens. Are they still going on? You know about that. 

Senator McCarrny. You know that the hearings were suspended 
the day you or someone filed your charges against Mr. C ohn, Mr. Carr, 
and myself. You know that, don’t you? Let’s not be coy. 

Secretary Stevens. I am not being coy at all, I don’t think that has 
anything to do with it, Senator MeC ‘arthy. 

Senator McCartuy. Have they not been suspended since you filed 
your charges? Was not that the way you got them suspended ? 

Secretary Stevens. If you are trying to suggest—— 

Senator McCarrny. Iam trying to get the truth. 

Secretary Stevens. If you are trying to suggest that I am personally 
responsible for the suspension of the “hearings, then I think you are 
absolutely incorrect. 
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Senator McCarruy. You wanted them suspended. Would you be 
ashamed to be personally responsible for having them suspended ? 

Secretary Srevens. 1 wouldn’t be ashamed of having them sus- 
pended at all, as long as the Army could take it up and carry it along 
and report to your committee and resume with you at any time that 
you wanted. 

Senator McCartuy. Now let’s get back to the question. Yesterday 
you testified that you wanted the hear ings suspended. I think we will 
both agree now that the hearings have been suspended since the day 
that vou made public your charges against my chief counsel, my chief 
of staff, and myself. There is no question about that. 

Secretary STeveNs. I would say that has nothing to do with it. 

Senator McCarruy. Have they been suspended ? 

Secretary Stevens. I say it has nothing to do with it. 

Secretary McCarruy. Have they been suspended? Do you know 
they have? 

Secretary Stevens. They were suspended by an action of the com- 
mittee, taking up other business. It certainly is nothing that I have 
had to do with any decision made by this committee, 

Senator McCarruy. Do you think the filing of the charges against 
my chief counsel, my chief of staff, and myself, had anything to do 
with the suspension of the hearings? 

Secretary Stevens. If you are talking about Fort Monmouth, I 
think those hearings were suspended quite a long time ago. 

Senator McCarruy. Then we will talk about all the hearings into 
Communist infiltration in the Army, so there is no question about their 
having been suspended a long time ago, the day before you filed your 
charges against my chief counsel, my chief of staff, and me, the day 
before that, you know, Bob, or should know, that we asked for the 
production of six military personnel with long Communist records. 
We asked you that day also for the production of information on those 
who were responsible for the promotion, the honorable discharge, and 
the favorable stateside duty for a fifth-amendment Communist. You 
know that was done, Mr. Secretary, the day before you filed those 
charges, so don’t come here and tell us they were suspended a long 
time ago. 

Secretary Stevens. I think if anything has been suspended, it must 
have been by action of this committee. I don’t have any right to act 
for this committee. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Stevens, do you want to tell us today under 
oath that you feel that the filing of your charges had nothing to do 
with the suspension of our hearings on Communist infiltration in the 
military ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I don’t think that the Army’s answer to Senator 
Potter’s letter could stop the work of the Congress of the United 
States. I certainly hope it can’t. 

Senator McCarrny. Answer my question, will you? Will you 
answer the question ? 

Secretary Stevens. May I have the reporter read the question? 

Senator McCarrny. If you don’t remember it, you certainly may. 

Senator Munpr. Time out. The reporter will read the question. 

(Whereupon, the question was read by the reporter as above 
recorded. ) 
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Secretary Stevens. I will stand on the answer I made. 

Senator McCarruy. I will ask the Chair to order you to answer the 
question, Bob. I think you owe usthat answer. 

Secretary Stevens. May we have the answer that I gave, read? 

Senator McCarrny. Will you take time out, Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Munpr. Time out, and the reporter will read the same 
question he read previously and the answer that the Secretary gave. 

Senator McCartny. While he is doing it, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
point out the answer is not responsive, aud I am going to ask the Chair 
to order the witness to answer the question, 

(The question and answer were read by the reporter.) 

Senator McCarruy. Will you answer the question ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I think that is an answer. 

Senator McCarruy. I am going to ask the Chair to order the Secre- 
tary toanswer my question, which is very simple. 

Senator Munpt. Back on time now. I will ask the Senator to 
restate his question. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Secretary, will you listen very carefully ? 
The question is, Do you feel that the filing of the charges against my 
chief counsel, my chief of staff, and against me had anything at all 
to do with holding up or suspending the hearings on Communist 
infiltration in your Department, hearings which had been going on 
up until the day you filed those ‘charges? That is a simple question, 
Bob, and you should be able to answer it. 

Secretary Srevens. Senator McCarthy, I repeat that I just do not 
believe that our answer to Senator Potter's letter could stop the work 
of the Congress of the United States or its committees. I Just do not 
believe that. 

Senator McCarrny. In other words, your answer is that you do 
not think that the filing of these charges had anything to do with 
holding up the work of the committee ? 

Secretary Stevens. I don’t think that our answer to the letter of 
Senator Potter was responsible for stopping the work of this com- 
mittee or the Congress. 

Senator McCarrny. Let’s bea little bit more honest here. 

Secretary Stevens. What do you mean, “be a little more honest”? 

Senator McCarruy. You bring Senator Potter into this constantly. 
You would think that Senator Potter instigated this. Will you tell 
us now whether or not Senator Potter’s letter was not the result of 
constantly leaked stories from the Pentagon to the effect that you had 
a report, that prior to that you personally, Mr. Secretary, and Mr. 
Adams contacted a number of Senators, told them you had such a 
report, and that also you knew that Mr, Adams had indicated to me, 
let’s put it that way—Mr. Welch, please, I think the Secretary is 
intelligent enough to listen to this without your whispering in his ear. 
Will you desist until I get through with the question { 

Mr. Wetcu. Did you make a remark to me? 

Senator McCarrny. Will you desist until I get through with my 
question ? 

Will you read the last part of my question to Mr. Stevens so I can 
complete it ? 

Senator Munpt. The reporter will read the question. 

Senator McCarruy. Just the last few words. 
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(The last part of the question was read by the reporter.) 

Senator McCarrny. That unless our hearings were called off, or 
using your word “suspended,” there would be issued a report attac ‘king 
my chief counsel, a report which he claimed would be embarrassing 
tothe committee. You knew all that, didn’t you? 

Secretary Stevens. | am sorry that I am not as bright as you give 
me credit for being, Senator McCarthy. That is such a long state- 
ment with a question on the end of it that I will have to have it reread. 

Senator McCarrnuy. Let’s break it up. 

Senator Munpr. Time out and let the reporter reread the question, 
or do you want to restate it ? 

Senator McCarrny. I think the Secretary’s objection is well taken. 
That is a very long question, and I think it should be broken up so 
we can take it piecemeal. 

Senator Munpt. Very well. 

Senator McCartuy. Before Mr. Potter wrote you and asked for this 
report, is it correct that the papers carried stories to the effect that 
such a report was available in your office and that Mr. Potter actually 
only wrote you and told you that as long as the report was going to 
be made public, he felt as a member of this committee he should have 
the consideration of receiving a copy of that report, and that Mr. 
Potter did not originate the request for any report about my chief 
counsel and Mr. Carr? 

Secretary Stevens. As far as I know, Senator Potter originated 
his letter. 

Senator McCarrny. Oh, now you understand the question, Bob. 

Secretary Stevens. Didn’t you ask whether Senator Potter in effect, 
didn’t you ask whether or not he wrote the letter under his own 
power, or because he was asked to; as far as I know it was written by 
Senator Potter. 

Senator McCartny. Could we take time out and have the question 
read, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Munpr. Take time out, and we will read the question. 

(Whereupon the question was read by the reporter as above re- 
corded.) 

Secretary Stevens. First of all, Senator Potter didn’t write me, as 
far as I know. He wrote the Secretary of Defense. As TI recall, his 
letter, which I have seen—I don’t think there was an reference in it 
to any report, and I think he asked specific questions to the effect of : 
Had any preferential treatment been extended to David Schine, and 
if so who was responsible. 

Senator Porrer. Point of order. 

Senator Munpr. I think Senator Potter is entitled to speak on a 
point of order, and time out. 

Senator McCartny. May I say 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter has the floor. 

Senator McCartrny. Will the Senator yield for a moment? May 
I say, Senator Potter, I was trying to clear up this record and I think 
it was completely unfair to you to make it appear that you were the 
moving force in the origination of this report, because we all know 
this report had been leaked to newsmen in their possession 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter has the floor and I must remind the 
Senator from Wisconsin that the old practice of asking a colleague to 
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yield has no bearing, and he has no right to yield and he must state 
his point of order or lose the floor. 

Senator Porrer. My point of order, Mr. Chairman, is, in order to 
o arify this present discussion, that my letter to Secretary of Defense 

Charles Wilson was based upon impressions that I had, and I think as 
I said yesterday, or last week, it was more or less of an open secret on 
the Hill, that a report did exist, and that fragments of that report 
hac been published in the press. 

Now, I felt, as a member of the committee, that the committee should 
have the benefit of the report. so that we could take whatever action we 
deemed necessary. That is the essence and the purpose of my writing 
the letter to Secretary of Defense Wilson; and I received a reply, the 
report now under consideration. 

Senator Munor. Thank you for that verifying question which the 
Chair feels is perfectly in order since your name has been bandied 
around on this question, 

Now, Senator McCarthy. 

Senator McCartuy. May I say that I think that Senator Potter's 
action is completely proper, and one that should have been taken, and 
I just want to make it clear here th at when the Secretary talks about 
an answer in regard to Mr. Potter's letter, that you were not giving us 
the facts, Bob, and you know that that report was out and available 
long before that, don’t you ? 

Let us put it this way; did you not ? 

Secretary Srevens. I positively deny that I stated anything here 
that is not the fact, so far as I know. 

Senator McCartny. Then let us get on to the specific question. Did 
you not, Bob, personaly tell Senators that you had available a report 
on my chief counsel before Senator Potter wrote you that letter? 

Secretary Stevens. I visited members of your committee Senator 
McCarthy, in connection with the General Zwicker case, and that is 
what I talked to the members of your committee about. 

Senator McCartny. You heard my question, and the question was, 
did you not tell members 
Senator Munpr. I am sorry, your time has expired. We will 

around the wheel again. 

Counsel has no questions. 

The Chair would again now, if he can, like to pursue with the 
Secretary a point which I consider of tremendous importance to us 
if the members of this committee are going to faithfully fulfill their 
responsibility, as we interrogate other witnesses, and as we cross- 
examine Messrs, McCarthy, Cohn, and Carr, about their part in this 
controversy. 

Correct me if I am wrong as I try to bring the interrogation up to 
date, please, Mr. Stevens. I am trying to break down and segregate 
with regard to each of the three individuals who are now being c harged, 
his part in these improper activities which you allege. If the Chair 
understands it correctly, as of now, you state that you have no specific 
charge of impropriety to make of your own personal knowledge against 
Mr. Carr? 

Secretary Srevens. In respect of the October 2 meeting. 

Senator Munpt. No, in respect to this controversy, Mr. Stevens. 
If you have charges to make against Mr. Carr, we hope that we are 
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about to finish with you as a witness, and I think that you should 
make them now. I understood that you had none to make, and if you 
are holding some out, you may make them now. 

Secretary Stevens. Well, Senator, all of the discussion insofar as 
IT am concerned, that has taken place in regard to the matter of Mr. 
Carr, has been related to the meeting of October 2, and that date you 
will find runs through and through this record, because that is what 
we have been talking about. 

I said to you that if the only evidence with respect to Mr. Carr was 
the happenings of October 2, then after all of the evidence is in at this 
hearing, then I would feel that that would be withdrawn. 

Senator Munpr. Very well, we will take them up date by date, and 
the Chair misunderstood you. Your disclaimer of any charge against 
Mr. Carr, you now say, is limited to the occurrences of October 2, 
is that right ? 

Secretary Stevens. My disclaimer was with respect to the October 
2 date, that is correct. 

Senator Munpr. Now, I find in your statement of specifications, 
other mentions of Mr. Carr, and since you now indicate that you do 
have charges to make against him, and I have no desire either to 
exonerate him or place him on exhibition as a guilty participant, 
but I simply want the facts, I shall quote those other points in 
your specifications, where you mention them. I will ask the counsel, 
if he will, please, . check—if I may have the attention of the coun- 
sel—to check, and I am doing this hurriedly, and I may omit some 
of them. Will you get a copy of them before you, please, and make 
sure that I mention every time that Mr. Carr has been mentioned 
by Mr. Stevens. 

The next one that I think I see is on October 6, and that is your 
specification No. 8, Mr. Stevens: 

On or about October 6, 1953, Senator McCarthy, Mr. Cohn, and Mr. Carr 
sought to induce and persuade Secretary Stevens and Mr. Adams— 
but we are not concerned with Mr. Adams now— 
sought to persuade Secretary Stevens 
omitting Mr. Adams— 
to arrange for the assignment of Private Schine to New York City to study and 
report evidence, if any, of pro-Communist leanings in West Point textbooks. 

On that occasion, what did Mr. Carr do that you allege is improper? 

Secretary Stevens. Well, Mr. Carr was part of the group that was 
there talking about the thing, and now I can’t sit here and tell you 
precisely what everyone said, if you mean to particularize on the point 
of quotes, but Mr. Carr took a part in that meeting. 

Senator Munpr. What part, and I mean in justice to Mr. Carr, 
whom you are asking that this committee suspend and disengage as 
its counsel because of improper activities, in justice to him certainly 
you should do more than say he was simply there. 

Secretary Srevens. Perhaps, Mr. Chairman, I can simplify it by 
referring to memorandum from Frank Carr, to Senator McCarthy, 
dated December 9. Senator Jackson referred to it a while ago. 

Senator Munpr. That would not be helpful in response to this 
question. 
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Secretary Srrvens. It is helpful to this extent, sir, that he quoted 
from that memorandum, and I said that in my opinion that that was 
not true. So if you need any evidence of why I cannot withdraw 
Frank Carr from these proceedings until after all of the evidence is 
in, that is as good a one as any. 

Senator Munpr. All right, you now state that included in the im- 
proper activities of Mr. Carr, was the fact that he made a statement 
in a memorandum which you have designated as untrue? 

Secretary Srevens. I do not now know whether this is a true copy 
or not, but we all have it in front of us. 

Senator Munpr. Assuming it is for the purpose of the hearings, 
and unless it is challenged we will accept it as true. Now, we will go 
back to November 6. What on that occasion did he do that was 
improper, if anything? 

Secretary Srevens. Senator, I would like to ask the right if 1 may 
to think that one over in the same way that I have thought over the 
October 2 meeting. 

Senator Munpr. Certainly you have that right. 

Secretary Srevens. I would like to do that overnight. 

Senator Munpr. You may respond tomorrow morning under oath 
on that question. 

Now, you have the same right in connection with the next question, 
which deals with November 11, and the specification No, 10; 


On or about November 11, 1953, Mr. Cohtt and Mr. Carr— 


] beg your pardon, This deals with General Ryan, and you couldn’t 
know about that one. 

On November 16 this brings you in, wtth Mr. Carr, specification 
No. 12. 

On or about November 16, 1953, Mr Cohn and Mr. Carr renewed the threats 
that are recited in paragraph 11 above, this time directing them to Secretary 
Stevens, 

That is a direct charge that Mr. Carr threatened you, and what 
cid he do that threatened you? 

Secretary Srevens. I will try to particularize that one tomorrow. 

Senator Munor. Thank you. Mr, Counsel, that is November 17, 
specification 13. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman—— 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has the floor. 

Senator McCarrny. I didn’t hear the last answer, I am sorry. 

Senator Munpr. He said that he would try to particularize it in the 
morning. 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Specification No. 13: 

On or before November 17, 1953, Senator McCarthy, Mr. Cohn, and Mr, Carr 
made known to Secretary Stevens the importance attached by them to Private 
Schine’s military assignment, and thereby, by innuendo and inference, indicated 
that their plans for continuing further investigation of the military installation 
at Fort Monmouth, N. J., were related to the importance attached by them to 
Private Schine’s military assignment. 

What on that occasion did Mr. Carr do directly or by innuendo or 
inference that you consider improper conduct ? 

Secretary Srevens. I would like to, in the same way, testify on all 
of these in the morning. 
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Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman, a very important point of order 
here. You are questioning, and I think very ably questioning the Sec- 
retary about events which he must have full know ledge and informa- 
tion with regard to them and which must have been given to counsel 
before they ‘made these serious ch: irges against Fr -ank Carr. And I 
just question the wisdom of having this man who has made the charges 
sit here now and say “I can’t tell you tonight, I will go back and talk 
it over with counsel and decide what I remember tomorrow morning.” 
I just don’t think we can get anywhere in cross-examination that way. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair believes we can get somewhere by cross- 
examination, because Secretary Stevens will be subjected to cross- 
examination on any charges he particularizes in the morning. 

Senator McCarrnuy. May I ask this, then, and may I ask that the 
Chair inquire from this witness whether or not as of tonight, he has 
no recollection of these events ¢ 

Secretary Stevens. I won’t say I have no recollections, but I would 
like to think it over and have a chance to refresh my memory, because 
as I pointed out earlier, with the number of questions I have already 
been asked and the amount of testifying I have done, there does come a 
time when you have to sit down and evaluate and concentrate on a 
given point. And that is what I would like to do on this. 

Senator Mc aes Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Jenxins. May I make the observation at this time, that the 
question ahead by Senator McCarthy to you, to be asked at this 
time, may be asked by Senator McCarthy very properly in a few 
minutes, 

Senator Munpr. I appreciate it if I would not be interrupted, I am 
trying to follow a line of interrogatories; the Senator from Wisconsin 
has 10 minutes on his own in just a few seconds. 

Senator McCartny. May I say in the last couple of days I have 
gotten to be rather an old hand at being interrupted, and I don’t want 
to interrupt the Chair unnecessarily. 

However, I will not have an opportunity to interrogate Mr. Stevens 
tonight, and what time is it now? May I say this is very important. 

Senator Munpr. Continue. 

Senator McCartny. I think this is very important. I think that 
this witness in view of the fact that he says now he has no recollection 
of these serious charges he wants to make against Mr. Carr, that he 
be ordered to tell the committee whether or not he had a recollection 
the day these were filed, and they were written. If not, where does 
the information come from ? 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement? 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenkins. The question raised by the Senator is purely argu- 
mentative and goes to the weight of the testimony of the Secretary’ and 
not to the question of its admissibility. It isa matter of argument, and 
I do not think it is a proper point of order. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will overrule the point of order. He is 
diligently trying to find out for his own benefit and, I believe, for the 
benefit of his colleagues, just exactly what, if any, specific charges are 
being made against Mr. Carr by Mr. Stevens as a result of his own 
personal knowledge. In justice to Mr. Carr, it seems that we must 
have before us something specific. 
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It is very difficult to deal with a generality that does not glitter ir 
condemning anybody, and I am sure that Mr. Stevens would be the 
first to say, if he has nothing specific to offer, he does not want to 
condemn him with a generality. 

Secretary Srevens. That is certainly correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. I think you are entitled to the time to make the 
reflections that you have. 

I would like to say one other thing. I have tried my best to get from 
you a detailed segregation of the improper conduct, both of Senator 
McCarthy as you allege it, and of Mr. Cohn as you allege that, broken 
down in both instances into two parts: (1) the part that took place 
from the standpoint of each of them prior to the induction of Private 
Schine and, (2) the part that took place afterward. 

[ think you said that you would like to have an opportunity to re- 
fresh your memory on that. That is perfectly O. K. with the Chair, 
and I would request that you do that during the night and come pre- 
pared in the morning to present that synopsis and segregation. 

Is that agreeable? 

Secretary Srevens. I will try very hard to do that. Yes, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. You know exactly what Iam trying to do. 

Secretary Srevens. Yes, sir. 

Senator Munpr. So we can have before us in one place the specific 
charges as you made them against each of the principals involved on 
the other side of this controversy. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. A point of order. I understand we are going to 
have a rollcall vote in 2 or 3 minutes. I assume that we are going to 
adjourn within that time, inasmuch as it is about 4: 30. 

Senator Munpr. Would it be all right if the Chair were to call on 
his ranking colleague just to keep it in balance, and we recess after 
that time ¢ 

Senator Jackson. Yes, certainly. The chairman is most fair. 
Whatever he works out is fine with me. 

Mr. Chairman, in this same connection, I do hope that the Army will 
have a statement of explanation available tomorrow with reference 
to my request on Fort Monmouth, if that is possible. If it isn’t, 1 
am not going to be unreasonable. I do think it is so material to this 
matter before the committee that it would be in the interest of the 
committee getting the facts to have that information available to- 
morrow if at all possible. 

Secretary Stevens. We will have it, Senator Jackson. 

Senator Munvr. Very well. 

Are there any other statements that the Secretary should be supply- 
ing for aouae of the committee so that we will try to get through 
with him, if we can, tomorrow! Senator McClellan? 

Senator McCretian. Mr. Secretary, if you do not have enough 
work to do tonight, I wish you would get up for me and for the com- 
mittee the total number of man-hours that have been consumed in this 
effort, as you allege, for preferential treatment for Mr. Schine. I 
am serious about it. 

Secretary Srevens. I know you are, Senator McClellan, 
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Senator McCrien.an. I wasn't joking. I mean it. 

Secretary Srevens. 1 am serious about it, too. If I can make any 
estimate of that situation. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair likes to see people look happy and stay 
serious. I think that is what we are trying to do. 

Joes that conclude your questions ¢ 

We will recess until 10:30 tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 4:30 p. m., the hearing was recessed until 19:30 
a.m., Wednesday, April 28, 1954.) 
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